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Dear Paul, 


Thanks for your letter of 28 J&nua 
encloses. in answer to my request. 


arid for the several goodies widen; 


you 


'what do I thick 


ivU. -UJ.JL 


ii ton's dock? My feelings are very mixed. 


On one leve 


jlt, sent ms into wild gales of laughter, visualizing the Marx Brothers rushing 
inxo and out of the Be theses morgue with different caskets, some with and some 
«i cnout trie body. As uifton niiaself conceded on a radio broadcast last weak, 
a veritable Keystone Cops ccsady. On a sore serious level, I am impressed by 
parts oi the book. In the first half, ha presented very effectively the 
state of the autopsy evidence as it stood circa 1966-1967. In the second 
naif, he presents arresting new allegations and evidence, some of which is 
quite persuasive. But I em always very uneasy with assertions, from any 
source, cosing long after an event. I have never "bought" the Clinton 
witnesses, sna I think sene of uif ton's witnesses, speaking innocently and 
m good laitn 13 or i.6 years alter the fact, may have erroneous recollections, 
ret, even if rcust of then are noth none s t and accurate, I no have enormous 
aifficulty with Liftsn's theory of abduction and alteration of the be ay. 

The time element is against it. Moreover, a number of his witnesses describe 
t'e- large wound m the need as being in the ssuse posterior location as the 
Parkland doctors said, This , after the head was supposedly altered to remove 
suspicion of a froat~to~back bullet hit. 


moreover, in arguing far alteration of the body so as to convert the 
trajectories from front-to-oack, to back-to-f rent , . LdLf ton leaves out entirely 
tue Connaily shut or snots, which insisputediy came fros behind. 


Is to say screaming and screeching, only two critics have ever 


Posit able tc 


sake ne lose 


cool . 


nifton is one, us.4 Jen® 3 Karris is the 


iier. l 


so much object to Lif ton's description of ay raised voice as I ©eject tc; his 
inexcusable failure to acknowledge that ay objections to his liaison with 
idebelar proved t® be wholly correct— as is implicit in Lif ton's admission 
that he provides Liebeier with asaunition to use against the critics: that 
i>x®TCj.er was deternitieu to defend the fli&rren Re pert at any cost; suia that 
ultimately Lif ten ceased to trust hin ana e&gna to withhold infer. ; ,tior.. from 
him. Those admissions by Lif ton make it implicit that I was right to object 
to his fraternization with Liebeler, but Lift ©a aid not have the grace or the 
honesty to §ake that explicit. 


I an surprised not to have seen any reviews of the Lifton book as yet. 

It is a serious and major work, whatever its defects (ana I cut rv red by 
his attempt tc exonerate the barren Coazaisaicn and the autopsy doctors, by 
arguments which cannot a<* sustained if one takes into account the long list 
of distortions and misrepresentations by the t-C in virtually ever"' area of 




r:e case; aim trie iais*re presentations s>y buses on the location 


to say nothing of his burning of vital 
focus of serious discussion. 


sntatien; , and 


P'OuI 

4 la be 


nest regards, 



